
Security Classification and Disposition of 
^pty Tape Reels 

S/ASST sec 29 April 53 

1» With reference to your memorandua, above subject, dated 27 April, I 
cannot concur in the proposal of para 2. In its place I reconmend that the 
empty reels be destroyed by burning, as dassified material. 

2. My reasons for the above are as foUovst 

a. This reel is unique and not used by other communication facilities. 

b. An accumulation of these reels could reveal by their number the 
conduct of a secret operation and could lead a foreign agent to their source, 
and eventually to their original content. 

c. These reels embossed as "SECRET, unclassified idien <sitqpty," could 
be taken home by enqployees as toys for their children, or for any other reason, 
and could thus arouse the curiosity of laymen, could lead to the association 
of the children*s parents with a classified operation, and could even lead a 
foreign agent to bring pressure ujion the parents or other eoqployees involved. 

3» Experiments have been made as to the "burnabillty" of the reels and 
it has been determined that their burning w ill- pi^ent no problem. Although 
Item c, above, may be far-fetched, the other two are entirely reasonable and 
burning is a very slnqple process. 



lESLlE H. WmAN 
Colonel, Artillery 
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SOBJECTi filttpofiltion of tape reetlai 



rOf C/SED FaOHt S/ASST MTSt 7 Hay 3^3 COflHSIjT BO. 2 

1. All the asefbers of tho ClaLSslfLeatlon Adviaory PancLj^ Including Col. 
CaasSaell (A3)^ concurred in your propoeed sdatLoo^ except the Chiefs Security 
CoobroX Olvii^an. Hla alternative aolutdon and reasons therefor are set forth 
in tnclosuro 1 to ny coeneat. 

2. You «iU note that I referred Cnl. yyiaan<8 dissent to Col. Canpbcll 
and that the latter appears ivnu to concur the idea of homliig the «npty 
r»olS|^ which according to para. 3 of Ckil. ^ymn'e coonient is easy and presents 
no hasards. 

3* It seeas to ne that If tho arguzocnls of the Chleff SBC are valid they 
would ranaln valid evert with the pxrtposed nesw and additional anhossir^ on the 
reals. ThereforOjp in his view the new proposed eadbossltig would be questlonj^le^ 
If not wholly adaleaJlng. 

it. X have no strong feelings as to the validity or non-validity of the 
argozaonts presented by Col, vytaan, Xf we take the poeiticn of extrooe caution^ 
X auj^se VO would all agree with SCO and aake people destroy the oapty reels 
by bimilns. 

St Xf latter position is adopted by you^ then ary new eaibossing 
ehould aey "Daatroy by burning, when snpty," or ea:^e such wording. 



muAH F. rmsixwt 

special Assistant 
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